we evade submitting that information,, once the ques-
tion of the armed forces within each of our countries has
come up.
No lucid explanation has been offered in reply to these
legitimate questions. Our proposal that information be
submitted not only regarding uniformed personnel, but
also regarding the armaments at the disposal of this per-
sonnel, was not put to the vote in the First Committee.
The demand of the American and British delegates that
no vote be taken on this Soviet proposal received twenty-
four votes; eighteen voted against, and ten abstained. Thus,
the demand was carried by a number of votes which does
not even constitute half the membership of the United
Nations organization. But the rejection of the Soviet pro-
posal left paragraph 4 in this one-sided form. Under such
a paragraph we cannot receive an objective idea of the armed
forces. That is why the Soviet delegation objects to its
adoption.
We are discussing an important .political question. The
correct solution of this question will be to the interests of
all peoples imbued with the desire for lasting peace and
for the development of friendly relations among all peace-
loving countries.
We are offered a resolution which in its greater part
is acceptable to all of us. On the first three paragraphs of
this resolution, we have reached complete agreement.
Paragraph 4 (1) of this resolution diverts us to other mat-
ters. Moreover, the submission of information as provided
by this paragraph would result in a distorted picture of the
armed forces in our countries. Therefore, paragraph 4 (1}
.should be deleted from the resolution. Only by deleting
this paragraph, and thus adopting a real resolution, can
the General Assembly avoid embarrassment in the eyes of
public opinion and promote so important a work as the
SSI